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30 by 30

Biden’s 30 by 30 plan, a regulatory approach to conservation, an imminent response to
environmental action, a promise of inclusivity to all stakeholders. Or a broken promise in the
making, an environmental policy inadequate to deliver sufficient results to its stakeholders? I am
set to believe Biden’s 30 by 30 plan could very well be DOA.
Our private Nebraska landowners deserve better, their businesses and property rights
deserve protection from Biden’s 30 by 30’s misleading intentions.
The distrust of the federal government stems from repeated failure of protection for
Tribal lands, working lands, and private lands. After all who can we trust to protect Nebraska
better than Nebraskans.
We can accomplish conservation efforts with market-based approaches, putting the
power into the hands of state, and local governments while working alongside constituents that
make up those communities.
First, 30 by 30 addresses the disappearance of nature. While there is indeed an extinction
crisis due to the shrinkage of biodiversity. The DOI, in collaboration with the department of
Agriculture and Commerce believe the problem is due to “development” (DOI 2021). Most
likely the development and outward expansion of cities.
Critics believe there is no room for working lands in the 30 by 30 plan, as they believe
working lands are the culprit to the lack of biodiversity. While this may hold some truth, ranch

and farmlands are shrinking at an alarming rate, some 17,000 square miles in just the last two
decades (DOI 2021).
Ranch and farms lands, feed our country, there’s also ways to incorporate sustainable
farming and ranching techniques, techniques that promote biodiversity. Counting them out
would do more harm than good, forcing productive lands out of commission.
Second, the 30 by 30 plan wants to mitigate the impacts created by climate change
through conservation. Nebraska can mitigate climate change through conservation without the
complete intervention of the federal government. It seems like Nebraska has already been doing
its job at conserving land, as private landowners are essentially conservationists, and 97% of
Nebraska land is privately owned (Spike 2021).
The 30 by 30 plan isn’t necessary. It is unclear how 30% of land will be conserved and
how effective this arbitrary number will help combat climate change. It’s also unclear how the
DOI plans to grab 30% more of US land, or if they even have the authority to do so.
Farmers already have been more than willing to participate in preexisting conservation
programs, offered by the USDA, LWCF, Nebraska Environment Trust, and local and state
conservation programs that offer incentives for voluntary participation (outdoornebraska 2021).
Many local governments use property taxes as a prime source of generating revenue.
Federal lands are exempt from such taxation. Forcing a higher tax burden on private landowners,
which would further hurt them, especially larger scale private farming and ranching operations
(Spike 2021).
Supporters of the 30 by 30 plan, argue that conserving 30% more land will help fight
climate change. People in opposition of the 30 by 30 claim that that the government will either
use conservation easements or federal purchase of private landowners to accomplish this land

grab, otherwise known as eminent domain. Supporters however claim that this isn’t a land grab
at all but rather a plan to create more conservation opportunities.
Supporters also claim that the government needs control over these lands, because
individuals cannot be trusted to properly manage their land efficiently. Individuals who have had
owner ship over several generations.
This executive order is DOA because it has already received pushback from several
critical states the 30 by 30 plan would need to accomplish its’ goal. One state pushing back is
from our very own Governor Pete Ricketts who is currently making efforts to stop the 30 by 30.
This plan also needs to be completed by 2030, but the next president could very well
reverse Biden’s executive order. Does the DOI, and Department of Agriculture & Commerce
even have the funds to successfully implement? What are the specifics of these voluntary
conservation programs exactly look like? We can’t trust a plan that lacks transparency, there
needs to be more clarity, on exactly how the 30 by 30 will accomplish its goal.
Ultimately if the 30 by 30 plan truly wants to help states and local communities, its need
to be clear and concise and what implementation will look like, that is how you incorporate,
value, and support a community. Through providing trustworthy legislation, working alongside,
and allowing private landowners to keep control of their land.
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